the same three categories. Bibliographies of manuscripts cited, edited original sources, and secondary literature complete the volume.
The clinical material recorded in Abui al-'Ala' Zuhr's treatise is deplorably short of the type of detail we should like to have. Details of name, background, and occupation are never given, and only occasionally is age or general physical condition stated. The formulation of the entries usually takes the form "he prescribed for someone whose eyelids became swollen when he shouted and his vision grew dark from vapours rising to this head ... (no. 16)", or "for a man in his 70s with a humid body [phlegmatic temperament?] (Heidelberg, 1922) . This is of course something very different from a study of Arab social life in the Middle Ages, and the primary importance of Guthrie's work, apart from its contribution to the study of the Maqamat, may thus be regarded as lying in its usefulness as a means for illustrating various specific topics of interest to the individual reader. This is achieved in great detail, but in a style eminently accessible to students and nonspecialists, and the book is certainly one that merits close attention.
Lawrence I Conrad, Wellcome Institute J N Adams, Pelagonius and Latin veterinary terminology in the Roman empire, Studies in Ancient Medicine 11, Leiden, E J Brill, 1995, pp. viii, 695, Nlg. 342.00, $195.00 (90-04-10281-7) . This is one of the most important books to have been published on ancient medicine for some time, and it would be unfortunate if its title, its size, and its organization were to deny it the readership it deserves. Although primarily a philological enterprise aimed at Latin philologists, it has wider implications for students of Greek and for historians of medicine.
In the first part, chapters I to IH, the focus is on the practice of veterinary medicine, carried on by a range of persons, from farmers and the owners of race-horses to a small number of elite specialists. Other healers frequently combined treating humans with treating animals, and as in human medicine, the boundary between the interested layman and the vet was small indeed. Adams provides a useful discussion of the epigraphic and papyrological references to vets, although I miss the very strange Greek vet, a mulophysi[kos, published by R P Wright, Britannia, 1977, 8: 279 (cf. also Zeitschr. f Papyrologie u. Epigraphik, 1976, 22: 93, for a more doubtful example).
Chapters IV to V study Pelagonius and his Ars veterinaria, written in the late fourth
